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> Closing the gulf between press
and government -

By Clive Irving o ) B
A gulf between government and * graph; today M. Cecil King'is accused., Lo es is takings - -

. A L . ] - . . an . . naLe e

journalism is a gulf between govern-i of betrayal by Ministers because of the mcthccowylgi-a;g&?{yl)wﬁ"f‘;l‘r'f‘s'.ll.shtc“vérg ,

ment and people. The gulf between - desree of disenchantment which the  gypa; *hilby adveature shows
Downing Street and Fleet Street (and the, Daily Mirror shows with the Wilson :'l:gzgg{‘o(l?ftt:&eklinlcill?))é Sr(:’g::tiog.b And’

broadcasting organizations) is grc»\{er"“ Government, which they pushed into ! :
. anizativis) oo ¢ o ] elicv he ex-
now than it has been since the nadif © are we honestly to belicve that the

the Macmillan administration in 1963, , cautiously in 1966,

¢ office in 1964 and endorsed more. poqyre of this old dirty linen in public
thaugh the nature of the disaffection is This petulant reaction by Ministe:” \\;;_ll aot, [m| t‘he long run,_mcr?ease the
different. This is bad for the Govern- reveals an ingenuous misunderstandit, efficacy of the security services -
ment, bad for journalism and serious for, of the pature of journalism. To some Mr. Brown secems, uncharacteristic-
‘the country., degree, hewspapers must always ‘bé i, ally, to have fallen under the spell of - i
There are two basic postures” which opﬂO_Sltion- Journalism, whatever ‘the pcrn)uncnu_)ﬂnc_mls to whom any kind of
have been siruck by extremists on both pol_mcal stance of a particular paper, i5—' p}}bllc scrutiny is anathema. The Sunday B
sides. The Gavernment, and particularly v Af it plays its proper democratic role—  Times inquiry was at pains not to tres-,
one of two senior Ministers, believe that “ basically a radical state of mind, demand- . P3ss into areas which might in any way
there is a couspiracy among the news-. ing the praclice of a professional inde- have _comprqmlsed _the contemporary
paper proprictors to undermine them in pendence ‘comp]ctcly separate from the . machinery of securily, The cast .of.
any way possible—not out of politieal individual's private affections, © v mind which found this inquiry offensive’
di~. nchaniment but because their own ' It seems increasingly difficult to get this ~has much ln common with the cast of
financial ends are being frustrated. i point home to Mr. Wilson and his col- - mind responsible for the Philby blunders
The press, on the other hand. suspects leagues. On Sunday Mr. Richard Cross- - in the first place. , . |
.~ that the executive, always intemperate | Man revived in a radio interview the' ' Apart from the old worry that Fleet -

3 in the face of criticism. is intent on traditional Socialist suspiclon that the Strect is predominantly Tory, all the . |
. extending its own powers at the expense press was incvitably hostile t6 them he-' .other scnsitivitics about the press evi- ‘
of the licence which makes that criticism | S3US? of their radicalism, This is non; ~ dent in this administration are common -
possible, and is being abelted in this by .j Sense There has been a wide degree of . to both major parties ; when the roles
a Governmefit which - has become SUWOFE for th_c Government's reforming were reversed Mr. Brown went after the,
unduly paranoid. : " 1 Jegislation which has been an adequate Macmillan Government in the Vassall:
So what's new about this 7 Are not. demonstration of the press's own radical: |, case with all the dedication that The
these conflicting tensions the very 15112). : ' ¢ b 1 Supday Times employed in the Philby -
essence of our democracy 7 Perhaps. | - ne componeirt qf the GOVcrnmgpt_'s}? “affair.  Mr. Macmillan’s  ultimate

@ . g
but although it is essential to recog- persecution ¢ i : " estrangement from Conservative news- o
nize that the inferests of the two groups ,gecausétlogo:fég;)‘)gzz::t;hcuhfse::é?::s " papers arose from a sulking introversion’, -
are not only different but often in con- friendly in the days of op osition have, in Which he made no effort to listen 0. -
flict, they are now so mutually distrust-.. become turncoats 'll)"}m simple. | his own supporters. For a few months," "~ s
ful that the system is beginning to break  minded idea that l“e'l‘z;tio;nsh‘i-‘ps rcn%in"' culminating with the Profumo affair,the’ . =~ "
down. The situation must be retrieved. unaltered by power, and that a journa- | Prime Minister scemed to be trying to." !
Of course, press Lords have from time lis(’s scepticism is somchow suspcndc‘d ; make avirtue of being out of touch;": 3
to time abuscd their power. Northclife’s if his friends arc in office, lies at the ; and this, in the end. contributed to his |
disgraceful campaign against Lever- ' oot of the hysteria which Mr. Chapman i downfall. B e
hulme was one of the earliest examples: ' Pincher's devastating contempt for the " Mr. Wilson has not yet retreated that "
and Baldwin's classic “ power without D Notice system caused in Downing  far. His * white Commonwealth ”, the .
:‘iilrag:nslbllgy t’"re‘pll)}l‘ 1o persecution was ; Streel, ' . small group of favourites :unongl tl;(c
nerited. ut a ¢ same time, that’ e octatl . 1obby correspondents who take his leaks
power was usually grossly overrated, as inlﬁ)r;(e)‘t]l;térwr?\?ggfﬁ:;;}??: e(;ftrtg\lgr(‘](-':d -?f cand yﬂy his.p kitcs, are becoming an
any assessment of Beaverbrook’s life. is " intolerant and repressive inst'nc:san Y. increasingly nervous clique of uncertain
bound to show—his power politically. . Mr, George Brown's sensitivit lovér )v;“ Toyalty and composition. The Chalfont
declined in almost exact proportion to-! Sunday Times's Philb (iiS'clos'})ures' er affair has pointed once again 10 -
the growth of his newspaper empire. - - | Mr. Brown, this bccyamc an issue g? the dangers of the " off the record " and
. : ) ', patiiotism: that by disclosing the sus- - o non-at.trlt_)qtable » system, parnqulnrly
FUNDAMENTAL ROLE tained incptitude of the security services -(v;/he_n a l;dnnsterka_;tempts“sopuse it afha‘

s ST ! 'y hs o i .device for making ncws apers [
ot oo s e ST SRS L ins i e o,
ronkleiionsof gt ok T el o R o Shoriage ot s
“declare their support at the ti|¥|:1e ?)!t( : . underline tthq ‘njaladtrontncss‘ cof the

general clections, though it is doubtful COST OF PROTECTION ;g;igl:\ngt th::s tl;letef?uqts l’s%tno';c:\vlsl
: Whether that has more than a marginal - The most alarming ‘concomitant of on one side. Why on earth, for example,

impact either way. But that is not, and Mr. Brown's argument is that, whateve i i ; i
5 Dot - DI 1 i the Daily Express sabotage its own
23:;1& Sl?‘tg bc{l:cﬁ:lizﬁme% of blind at;d- tth:'j pcrm(ilrand however great the inepti- .ﬁlﬂ,d case, ufanksptd Mr Pinc%\er in the
ical allegiance, n, tude, ma unctions of the security ser-, D Not{ce:' affair by .ublishin’ ‘with’
1963 Mr. Macmillan was ultimately’ vices should never be open ‘to public | .childish bravado, lhi t?ames ofgblrilish'
h H LA Ve, . ] PO I e
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security chiefs on the grounds that they

“had been printed ia the United States 7

Whatever the absurdity of concealing
these names, the Express seemed merely
to be making sensational capital out of
somebody else’s work : whereas the only

legitimate justification for ignoring D

Notices must be if a paper has infor-
mation of its own collection which, after
carcful assessment, it judges to be in
the national interest to disclose-—as were
Mzr. Pincher’s story on the censoring of
cables, and the Philby facts.

The public, ultimately, is the loser in

“this demeaning squabble between the

two cstates, They are showing their
disaffection with politics as a whole, and
not only the governing party’s survival

_is in question because of this total break-

. misunderstanding.  This

8 NOV 1967
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down in communications; the public is
out of sympathy with government of
whatcvet flavour. Newspapers have just
as _much of a responsibility to correct
this as have the politicians.

Lord Radcliffe wrote scathingly to

The Times of the declining standards of
public administration. This deteriorats

ing climate has been caused largely by
lack of communication. Burcaucrats
arc insensitive to public opinion because
they are not exposed enough to it; coma
mentators sometimes are not as well
informed as they should be because all
the facts are not made accessible to them
when they might easily be.

Politicians .mistakenly think that
journalists are politicians manqué and
carry chips on their shoulders because
of it.  Journalists frequently have
contempt for politicians because they
are cither impotent on the back
benches or the prisoners of civil servants
in theiv departments.  Civil servants are

jealous of their intellectual detachment, |

suspect the motivation of politicians and

ABANDONED POLICY

The Government, if it can find it with- '

in its nature, must abandon its paranoia
and its favouritism, and it must not
think that its patronage -carries any
obligation of uncritical servility.. When
*~ he canic to power, Mr. Wilson had some

bold and imaginative things to say about .

bringing the people nearer to governs
ment by doing more to explain its work-
ings.' It is a pity that this enlightened
approach was swiftly abandoned under
the pressures of office.

Politicians are not in office to protect
the machinery of government, but to
use and improve if. Alarm at galloping
‘public expenditure will be allayed only
.if there is adequate assurancc that it
“is being wisely spent, and that cannot
exist while the apparatus to check it
acts only retrospectively, after it is too
late to correct mistakes. Individuals
“within that machinery must be publicly
‘accountabic, and feel as accountable as
, Ministers themselves, C
1 Parliament must really be opencd iip

‘to the public, not to the token extent.

now ‘possible.  Nervous half-measures
. like the current scheme to have closed-
_ circuit broadcasts from the chamber are
rnot enough: television must be QHO'WQ(I
in, both for selective live transmissions

~and for taped and cdited reports. No
“single act could do’ more to give the -
. pubiic a real sense of contact and patti-,
L cipation in_national. affairs, and the.

i newspapers have no necd to fear 'that

. this undermifés ‘their role'in providing‘:
ot hne !

<':a,,l‘CC;0rd-" fog CEy e g a2ty
- | [ . —

.' ] s

object to the journalist’s necessary gift -

for simplification. These recriminations
revolve in a self-sustaining whirlpool of
centrifugal
force has driven apart the bedfellows of

democracy. How cin they be brought
.together again ? o ‘
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